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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to an AMENDMENT entered June 6, 2005 
for the patent application 09/868,708 filed on October 22, 2001 . 

2. All prior office actions are fully incorporated into this office action by reference. 



Status of Claims 

3. Claims 19 and 20 are cancelled. Claims 21 and 22 are new. Claims 1-18, 21 
and 22 are pending. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 li.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

5. Claims 1-18, 21 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Cook et al (WO 97/44766 referred to as Cook). 

Examiner's Note (EN): User instructions are embodied in source code that is used to 
run or operate computers and to create, initialize and operate agents. Such is the way 
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computers operate. Computer source code representation is not a patentably unique 
feature of a disclosure. Such concepts are manifest in Cook @ p 1 , 1 5-8 and p 7, 1 11- 
16. Cook has computers and computers have source code to implement instructions. 
Cook has agents which are software entities configured to operate on user initiated 
commands to implement system functions. Computer art functions in this manner. 
Claims 1, 10 

Cook anticipates (a) a reception source code segment comprising source' code 
for receiving information indicative of a goal (Cook, p 1 , 1 5-8; p 7, 1 1 1 -1 6; p 7, 1 37); (b) 
an integration source code segment comprising source code for integrating information 
that motivates accomplishment of the goal for use in the presentation (Cook, p 1, 1 5-8; 
p 7, 1 1 1-16; p 8, 1 9); (c) a synchronization source code segment comprising source 
code for synchronizing events in the presentation utilizing a time based model for 
presenting to a user, a selected predetermined list of actions during each time period, 
and for receiving a use selection from the selected list of actions during each said time 
period; and (Cook, p 1, 1 5-8; p 7, 1 11-16; p 1, 1 5-8; p 7, 1 19-29; Examiner's Note (EN): 
computers are synched with an internal clock; virtual tutor provides interaction); and (d) 
an evaluation source code segment comprising source code for evaluating progress 
toward the goal and providing feedback that further motivates accomplishment of the 
goal utilizing the time based model to control the presentation of information based on 
the user selection (Cook, p 1, 1 5-8; p 7, 1 11-16; p 10, 1 28-31; p 8, 1 8-13; p 7, 1 19-29). 
Claims 2, 11 
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Cook anticipates including an interactive source code segment comprising 
source code for presenting an interactive session and querying a user for analysis of 
the interactive session including a decision (Cook, p 1, 1 5-8; p 7, 1 11-16; p 7, 1 19-29). 
Claims 3, 12 

Cook anticipates a presentation source code segment comprising source code 
for altering the presentation based on the user's decision to further refine the 
accomplishment of the goal (Cook, p 1, 1 5-8; p 7, 1 11-16; p 7, 1 19-29). 
Claims 4, 13 

Cook anticipates a timing source code segment comprising source code for 
advancing time as the presentation proceeds (Cook, p 1, 1 5-8; p 7, 1 1 1-16; p 7, 1 19-29; 
EN: it is axiomatic that time will advance during the referenced events). 
Claims 5, 14 

Cook anticipates a presentation source code segment comprising source code 
for presenting a new presentation and querying a user for a new decision after the time 
is advanced (Cook, p 1, 1 5-8; p 7, 1 11-16; p 101, 1 1). 
Claims 6, 15 

Cook anticipates a simulation source code segment comprising source code for 
simulating the management of resources utilizing the presentation (Cook, p 1 , 1 5-8; p 7, 
I 1 1-16; p 7, 1 19-29; EN: such is a virtual tutor, a simulated tutor). 
Claims 7, 16 
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Cook anticipates a adjustment source code segment comprising source code for 
adjusting the feedback based on a current time (Cook, p 1, 1 5-8; p 7, 1 11-16; p 7, 1 19- 
29; EN: such is a virtual tutor exercising feedback). 
Claims 8, 17 

Cook anticipates a interface source code segment comprising source code for 
passing information from the presentation to an expert system to analyze the 
information and formulate the appropriate feedback utilizing time as a variable for 
analysis (Cook, p 1 , 1 5-8; p 7, 1 1 1-16; p 7, 1 19-29; EN: such is interaction ... 
feedback). 
Claims 9, 18 

Cook anticipates including a simulation source code segment comprising source 
code for utilizing an internal clock to synchronize time (Cook, p 1, 1 5-8; p 7, 1 1 1-16; EN: 
such is a computer's internal operation). 
Claim 21 

Cook anticipates the synchronization source code segment further comprises 
source code for initiating execution of the presentation at a desired start time period of 
time and for allowing the execution of the presentation to continue for a desired number 
of time periods (Cook, p 1, 1 5-8; p 7, 1 11-16; p 1, 1 5-8; p 7, 1 19-29; Examiner's Note 
(EN): computers are synched with an internal clock; virtual tutor provides interaction). 
Claim 22 

Cook anticipates (a) a processor (Cook, p 7, 1 11-18); (b) a memory that stores 
information under control of the processor (Cook, p 7, 1 11-18); (c) logic that integrates 
information that motivates accomplishment of the goal for use in the presentation. 
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(Cook, p 7, 1 19-29; EN: such is the task of the virtual tutor); (d) logic that synchronizes 
events in the presentation utilizing a time based model during a plurality of time periods 
(Cook, p 7, 1 11-18; EN: such is a computer operation with a virtual tutor); (e) logic that 
evaluates progress toward the goal (Cook, p 7, 1 19-29; EN: such is the task of the 
virtual tutor); (f) logic that provides feedback, responsive to a progress indication, that 
further motivates accomplishment of the goal utilizing the time based model to control 
the presentation of information (Cook, p 7, 1 19-29; EN: such is the task of the virtual 
tutor); and (g) logic that initiates execution of the presentation at a desired start period 
of time and that allows the execution of the presentation for a desired number of periods 
of time (Cook, p 7, 1 11-18; EN: para 10 applies; such is the operation of a computer). 



Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed on June 6, 2005 related to Claims 1-20 have been 
fully considered but are not persuasive. 
In reference to Applicant's argument: 

Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by WO 97/44766 (Cook). The 
Office Action has not rejected claims 19-20 under 35 U.S.C. § 102 in the Detailed Action; however, the 
Applicants have cancelled claims 19-20 without prejudice, Regarding claim 1, the Applicants have 
amended the claim to include the elements "a synchronization source code segment comprising source 
code for synchronizing events n the presentation utilizing a time based model, for presenting, to a user, a 
selected predetermined list of actions during each time period, and for receiving a user selection from the 
selected list of actions during each said time period" and "an evaluation source code segment a 
comprising source code for evaluating progress toward the goal and providing feedback the it further 
motivates accomplishment of the goal utilizing the time based model to control the presentation of 
information based on the user selection." (Emphasis added.) The amendment is supported by the 
specification as originally filed. For example, the present patent application discloses (Page 38, top entry 
of table.): 

Time based simulation where student "chooses own adventure". Each period the student selects 
from a pre-determined list of actions to take. Developed on SBPC as a simplified version of the 
BDM manage task. 



Cook fails to teach or even suggest the above elements. 
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Examiner's response: 

Para 10. applies. Claims 19 and 20 were rejected under 35 USC (b) in the Final 
Office Action dated February 4, 2005 @ page 6, lines 14-21 . Cook teaches an 
"interactive, adaptive, and individualized computer assisted instruction (Cook, Abstract). 
It is fully understood by the computer science community, that a computer has a master 
clock and all source code instructions are synchronized with this master clock when the 
program is implemented. The virtual tutor offers a high quality of individualized student 
interaction which includes user selection (Cook, p 7, 1 19-29). 



In reference to Applicant's argument: 

Similarly, the Applicants have amended claim 10 to include "logic that synchronizes events in the 
presentation utilizing a time based model, that presents, to a user, a selected predetermined list of actions 
during each time period, and that receives a user selection from the selected predetermined list of actions 
during each said time period" and "logic that provides feedback, responsive to a progress indication, that 
further motivates accomplishment of the goal utilizing the time based model to control the presentation of 
information based on the user selection." 

Examiner's response: 

Para 10. applies. Above discussion applies. Cook's virtual tutor provides the 
options and the interaction to generate the responses. 
In reference to Applicant's argument: 

Regarding claims 8 and 17, in addition to the above discussion, the Office Action alleges that Cook 
anticipates an interface source code segment comprising source code for passing information from the 
presentation to an expert system to analyze the information arid formulate the appropriate feedback 
utilizing time as a variable for analysis (Cook, p 1, 5-8; p 7, 1 11-16; p 7, 1 19-29; EN: such is interaction ... 
feedback)." Even though Cook discusses feedback, Cook does not teach "an interface code segment 
comprising source code for passing information from the presentation to an expert system to analyze the 
information and formulate the appropriate feedback utilizing time as a variable for analysis." (Emphasis 
added.) Cook does teach (Page 7, lines 19-29): . 

An important object of this invention is to provide the student with a virtual tutor, by having agent 
software ("agent") adapted to each student that offers a high quality of individualized student 
interaction and that manages or controls instruction in a mariner approximating a real tutor. The 
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agent exercises management or control over the computer-assisted instruction materials and 
provides information and help to the student, both synchronously and asynchronously to 
particular instructional materials. Agent behaviors are sensitive to both the educational context 
and to the history of student behavior. 

Cook fails to formulate feedback utilizing time as a variable for analysis. In fact, Cook's teachings do not 
analyze time at all. 

Examiner's response: 

Para 10. applies. Computer programs have source code. Computer processors 
have master clocks for program synchronization. Cook has a virtual tutor for interactive 
teaching. Time variant behavior is noted and analyzed (Cook, p 8, 1 17-24). 



Examination Considerations 

7. The claims and only the claims form the metes and bounds of the invention. 
"Office personnel are to give the claims their broadest reasonable interpretation in light 
of the supporting disclosure. In re Morris, 127 F.3d 1048, 1054-55, 44USPQ2d 1023, 
1027-28 (Fed. Cir. 1997). Limitations appearing in the specification but not recited in 
the claim are not read into the claim. In re Prater, 415 F.2d, 1393, 1404-05, 162 USPQ 
541, 550-551 (CCPA 1969)" (MPEP p 2100-8, c 2, 1 45-48; p 2100-9, c 1, 1 1-4). The 
Examiner has full latitude to interpret each claim in the broadest reasonable sense. 
Examiner will reference prior art using terminology familiar to one of ordinary skill in the 
art. Such an approach is broad in concept and can be either explicit or implicit in 
meaning. 

8. Examiner's Notes are provided to assist the applicant to better understand the 
nature of the prior art, application of such prior art and, as appropriate, to further 
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indicate other prior art that maybe applied in other office actions. Such comments are 
entirely consistent with the intent and spirit of compact prosecution. However, and 
unless otherwise stated, the Examiner's Notes are not prior art but a link to prior art that 
one of ordinary skill in the art would find inherently appropriate. 

9. Unless otherwise annotated, Examiner's statements are to be interpreted in 
reference to that of one of ordinary skill in the art. Statements made in reference to the 
condition of the disclosure constitute, on the face of it, the basis and such would be 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, establishing thereby an inherent prima facie 
statement. 

1 0. Examiner's Opinion: Paras 7-9 apply. The Examiner has full latitude to interpret 
each claim in the broadest reasonable sense. 



Conclusion 

11. Claims 1-18 and 21 and 22 are rejected. 

Correspondence Information 

1 2. Any inquiry concerning this information or related to the subject disclosure 
should be directed to the Examiner, Joseph P. Hirl, whose telephone number is 
(571 ) 272-3685. The Examiner can be reached on Monday - Thursday from 
6:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
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Examiner's supervisor, Anthony Knight can be reached at (571 ) 272-3687. 
Any response to this office action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 

Washington, D. C. 20231; 
Hand delivered to: 

Receptionist, 

Customer Service Window, 
Randolph Building, 
401 Dulany Street, 
Alexandria, Virginia 22313, 

(located on the first floor of the south side of the Randolph Building); 
or faxed to: 

(571) 273-8300 (for formal communications intended for entry. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.usDto.Qov . Should 

you have any questionson access to Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Bu&ess Cerite/iElBa^t 866-217-9197 (toll free). 

Jos^pfrPT^Hirl 
Primary Examiner 
Jtrly 19, 2005 



